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Application No. 1(MM8 '!"f 
Amendment Dated SSgS! 
Reply to Office Action of 1 1/CK/2005 

Ctemarks/Ar qumants: 

Claims 20, 27. 30 and 34-44 are pending in the application. 
Claims 20, 27. 30 and 34-44 are rejected. 

Applicants note amended ciaim 2.) has overcome the previous rejection of 112/2nd paragraph 

EE - — - - - - r by d rrr s or 

rings intended (or said limKations and that the cancelation of claims 19 and 29 has also 

come the previous rejection c, 1 1 2*nd paragraph. ^^TtZTT* 
claim 20 also has overcome the previous rejections of 1 02(b) and 1 03 based on Kazuo e t a. 
^57) but that the Examiner states the changed scope of Calm 20 necessHates the fol.ow.ng 
new ground(s) of rejection. 

The Examiner states It is ac^edged that ^^^^t 1 ' 
without traverse but, however. aW hough the claims have been amended to formula (HQ. 
definition of R 1 -R 4 still has non-elected subject matter. 

in response to this Applicants have amended Cairn 20 to more closely resemble 

gZTs of the JLn requirement. Appiicants consider Calm 20 contains only the eleCed 

subject matter. 
Double Patenting 

r. aimfi 20 30 34-44 are rejected under the judiCally created doctrine of obviousness-type 

B1 (commonly assigned). The Examiner states a,though the conflict Cms are not .dent.ca., 
they are not patentably distinct Irom each other. 

,n order to expedite prosecution Applicants are filing with this response a terminal disclaimer in 
view of US 6,593,333. Applican :s believe that this will overcome this reject.on. 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § ''02 

d*. 20. 27. 30. 34, 35 and 37-40 are rej.c,ad under 35 U.S.C. ,02<b, aa being an«pa,ad by 
Brown et. al. (WO 96/1 51 1 5). 

On page 54, Brown et a,, diedttee a compound in Examp,. 1 1 which tha Examiner s.a.aa 
reads on tha inatantiy claims formula (IIC) with the following subatituente: 

v. R 1 and R 4 are hydrogen atoms; 

vi. R 2 and R 3 - each repi-esents X 1 R 1S ; 
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vii. X 1 is -O-, and R 1S is an alkyl group (selected from group (I') of claim 20); 

viii. Z is CO; 

ix. One of R 7 aid R a is halogen, and the other is hydrogen; 

x. R" is phenyl; 

Applicants respectfully disagree with the Examiner. Example 1 1 is 4-[3-chloro^-(N- 
P henylcarbamo y l) a nilino).6,7-dimcthoxyquinazo.ine hydrochloride salt. This compound has the 

following structure: 




HQI 



Example 11 

The present application claims ccmpounds of formula (IIC): 




Formula (IIC) 

The Examiner will note that Example 1 1 is not novelty destroying because the -C(0)NH- group 
of Example 1 1 is actually the other way round. Our application claims -NH-Z- compounds where 
the NH is attached to the phenyl ring. Example 1 1 is a -C<0)NH- compound wherein .t .s the 
-C(O)- group that is attached to ihe phenyl ring. Applicants respectfully request the Exammer 
withdraws the 102 rejection basod on this compound. 

The Examiner goes on to state, ,n page 59, Brown et. al. discloses compound #26* which reads 
on the instantly claimed formula (MC) with the following substituents: 
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Application No. 10/ °*'*£lf 
Amendment Dated 03 0272006 

Reply to Office Action of 1 1/0*1/2005 

xi. R 1 and R 4 are hydrogen atoms ; 

xii. R 2 and R 3 - each represents X 1 R 1S ; 

xii i. x 1 is -O-, and R 16 is an ulkyl group (selected from group (1') of claim 20) ; 

xiv. Z is SO z ; 

xv. One of R 7 and R B Is halogen, and the other is hydrogen; 

xvi. R 64 is phenyl; 

,n response to this rejection Applicants have limited the definition of Z to be C(O) only. This 
amendment necessitated an amendment to the proviso at the end of claim 20 - this has also 
been made. Applicants believe that this amendment overcomes the rejection of the cla.ms ,n 
view of Example 26*. 

The Examiner further states that the process of making formula recited in the instant claim 27 is 
a ,so taught in Example 11 on page 54 of WO'118. The process in Example 1 1 also starts vrfh a 
substituted quinazoline (i.e.. 4-ctloro6, 7<limethoxyauinazoline hydrochloride) correspond^ to 
the instant formula VIII. and a substituted aniline (i.e.. ^amin^-chiorobenzan.hde) 
corresponding to the instant fomr ula (IX'). 

As stated above Example 1 1 dons not correspond to formula IIC thus the process given in 
Example 1 1 is not the same as tiiat of claim 27. 

By way of further explanation, 4-amino-2-chloroben Z anilide has the following structure: 




The Examiner can see that the -NH-C(O)- are once again in the opposite configuration to the 
present claims. Applicants res P ,ctful.y request that the Examiner withdraws the rejection of 
claim 27. 

Tha Examiner states maltha method of treating colored or preaa, cancer recited In the in*an. 
IL 44 la a,so taught In the fhlrd paragraph pn page 42 a, WO, 18. App»lcan* regues, .ha, <h,a 
rejection la withdrawn for .ha same reasons in view of the argumanfa and amendments 
presented herein above. 
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Application No. 10/0*8.814 
JKndment Dated 03/0572006 
Reply to Office Action of 1 1 /0<>/2005 

C/a/m Re/ectfons - 35 USC § 10H 

Claims 20, 27, 30 and 34-44 are rioted under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatented over 
Brown et. at. (WO'118). 

The Examiner ete.ee that ae discussed ,n to. 102 rejection, .he two disdesad compounds r .ad 

en fern,* (,,0) when both R< an,. R> are hydrogen as recited in toe M «•"" 

34 35 37-40. and 44. however, n.y differ from e compound recited ,n «,e .ne.ant ola^e 36-43 

by not having a suhsmuen. corretpohding .0 .he inetan. R> ae 1Mb C„e«y/ or ft^tary. The 
Liar e4 M euch a durance can he reeled hy .ha generic de.ni.ion ' 
R< memioned on page 4 of WO'1 1 8. In said defMion. R< can be -hatogeno, (1-4CWW. 
, M ,a*oxy . . .ete-. and m can he 3. Therefore, besides the substKution on 6 and 7 
II, L gulnazoline ring cat aiso have a third substituen, eKher a, one + - 
Iresponding to .he instant R*. -hue. the Examiner concludes, with such a genenc teach ng 
TskL chlnis. wouid have b-ten mo.iva.ed to have 3 subs«uento on «ha 
since such a modification would ,UI, maintain the same tyrosine kinase Inhio^ prepare... 
Hence, at the time mat to. inveniion was made, the Examiner believes it would have been 
obvious to make and use compounds of .he instant fomnula <MQ in view of the specs and 
genus taught by Brown et. al. 

,„ view of the amendments and ,xplana«one provided herein above in relation to the 102 
relecion Applicants respectfully disagree with the Examiner. The two compounds do not read 
Italic) as presently Calmed. There is thus more o, a distfnetfon between the ciaims 
man mat outfinad by toe Exemlrer above. Applicant believe toe. our «»•"''""»"* 
explanations are suffice, to outcome toe 1 03 rejection in view of Brown and respectfully 
request that the Examiner withdrawn the USC 103 rejection. 

The above amendments have been made wltoou. prejudice to Applicant right to prosecute any 
cancelled subject matter in a timely filed continuation application. 

Applicants believe the appllcatton is in condition tor allowance, which acSon is respectfully 
requested. 

A petition for a 1 month extension of lime is being fled herewith, the Commissioner is hereby 
£L to ch.rg. any de^ncy In to. teas or credit any overpayment to depos,. account No. 
50-3231, referencing Attorney Docket No. Z70599-1P US. 
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Although Applicants believe no excess claim fees are due, the Commissioner is hereby 
authorized to charge any deficiency in the fees or credit any overpayment to depos,t account No. 
50-3231 , referencing Attorney Dooket No. Z70599-1 P US. 

Respectfully submitted, 



Name: Lucy Padget 

Dated: March 2, 2006 

Reg. No.: L0074 
Phone No.: 781-839-4182 
Global Intellectual Property, Patents, 
AstraZeneca R&D Boston, 
35, Gatehouse Drive. 
Waltham, 
MA 02451 
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Fee Transmittal Form 

Petition for a 1 -month extension or time 

Terminal Disclaimer 



Page 13 of 13 



PAGE 15/18 * RCVD AT 3/2/2006 2:15:12 PM [Eastern Standard Time] * SVR:USPTO-EFXRF-2/8 4 DNIS:2738300 * CSID:178183M121 * DURATION (mm-ss):0544 



